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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is responsive to the amendment filed 1 1/16/04. 

Claims 1 - 15 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 7 and 12 are independent claims. 
In the amendment claims 1, 7 and 12 were amended. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
Claims 1, 4, 6, 7, 9, 11, 12 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bittinger et al. ? U.S. Patent No. 5,923,326 in view of Tilt, U.S. Patent No. 
5,363,481. 

As per claim 1, Bittinger teaches a method of presenting a user interface, the method 
comprising: 

providing a proxy user interface for a secondary application activated by a user 
input specifying task to (see Bittinger, column 4, lines 45-column 5, lines 8; It is 
inherent that a browser/task may be activated by selecting the browser/task icon 
through Start menu) , the proxy user interface being displayed during a period of time 
when a user is interacting with a primary application through a primary user interface 
(see Bittinger, column 2, lines 45 - 56); and 

displaying predetermined settings for the task on the user interface (see Bittinger, 
column 2, lines 56 - 63, column 5, lines65»column 6, lines 39; Examiner interprets 
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displays of controls and indicia for the browser window to be displaying predetermined 
settings for the task on the primary browser window ). 

Bittinger does not teach the proxy user interface activated by a user input and 
performing a task specified by the user input after elapse of a predetermined time 
period using the predetermined settings, if no input through the proxy interface is 
received. 

Tilt teaches providing an interface activated by a user input and performing a 
task specified by the user input after elapse of a predetermined time period using the 
predetermined settings, (see Tilt, column 1, lines 40 -column 2 lines 65; Examiner 
interprets the user's selection of time and initial selection or opening of a menu to be a 
task specified by the user input) if no input through the proxy interface is received (see 
Tilt, column 1, lines 40-51; the examiner interprets selecting the last highlighted 
parameter as performing the task). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the method of Tilt with the method of Bittinger in order to speed 
up selection time for an expert user of a system. 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 1 , Bittinger and Tilt teach the 
method of claim 1 (see rejection above). Bittinger further teaches the method of claim 1 , 
wherein the proxy user interface is arranged on the periphery of the primary user 
interface (see Bittinger, figure 4A, items 30 and 50). 
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As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 1, Bittinger and Tilt teach the method of 
claim 1 (see rejection above). Bittinger further teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the 
predetermined settings displayed are the current settings for the application (see Bittinger, 
column 6, lines 21 - 30). 

As per claim 7, Bittinger teaches a graphical user interface, comprising: 
A primary application interface to allow a user input specifying a task to be 

performed; (see Bittinger, column 2, lines 45-69; Examiner interprets web browsing to 

be a specific task) 

an identifier identifying a secondary application for which the user interface is 
used (see Bittinger, column 2, lines 45 - 51 ; it is inherent that an identifier identifying a 
secondary program must be used in order to associate the secondary window to the 
secondary application program) wherein the secondary application is associated with 
the task to be performed (see Bittinger, column 2, lines 56 - 63, column 5, Iines65- 
column 6, lines 39; Examiner interprets displays of controls and indicia for the browser 
window to be displaying predetermined settings for the task on the primary browser 
window ); and 

a settings display, wherein the setting displayed are predetermined settings for the 
application (see Bittinger, column 6, lines 12-16). 

Bittinger does not teach a timeout timer operable to close the graphical user interface 
upon expiration of the timer. Tilt teaches a timeout timer operable to close the graphical user 
interface upon expiration of the timer (see Tilt, column 2, lines 27-31). 



Application/Control Number: 09/88 1 ,295 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2174 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the method of Tilt with the method of Bittinger in order to speed 
up selection time for an expert user of a system. 

As per claim 9, which is dependent on claim 7, Bittinger and Tilt teach the graphical user 
interface of claim 7 (see rejection above). Bittinger does not teach the graphical user interface of 
claim 7, wherein the timer is hidden. 

Tilt teaches the graphical user interface of claim 7, wherein the timer is hidden (see Tilt, 
column 2, lines 21 - 33; it is inherent that the time is hidden because it is a signal from the 
operating system). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate the method of Tilt with the method of Bittinger in order to provide a less cluttered 
interface. 

As per claim 11, it is of similar scope to claim 6 and is rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 6 (see rejection above). 

As per claim 12, it is of similar scope to claim 1 and is rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 1 (see rejection above). 

As per claim 15, it is of similar scope to claim 4 and is rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 4 (see rejection above). 
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Claims 2 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bittinger 
et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,923,326 in view of Tilt, U.S. Patent No. 5,363,481 further in view of 
Stucka et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,596,702. 

As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1, Bittinger and Tilt teach the method of 
claim 1 (see rejection above). Bittinger further teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the 
method further comprises receiving an input through the proxy interface and performing a task 
for the secondary application (see Bittinger, column 6, lines 12-16). 

Bittinger and Tilt do not teach the method of claim 1 , wherein the method further 
comprises receiving an input through the proxy interface and presenting a user interface 
for the secondary application. Stucka teaches a method comprising receiving an input 
through a proxy interface and presenting a secondary user interface for the secondary 
application (see Stucka, column 10, lines 30-36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate the method of Stucka with the method of Bittinger and Tilt in order to provide a 
graphical user interface element on demand as a result of a user action. 

As per claim 13, which is dependent on claim 12, it is of similar scope to claim 2 and is 
rejected under the same rationale as claim 2 (see rejection above). 

Claims 3 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bittinger 
et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,923,326 in view of Tilt, U.S. Patent No. 5,363,481 further in view of 
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Frank et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,651,107. 

As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 1, Bittinger and Tilt teach the method of 
claim 1 (see rejection above). Bittinger and Tilt do not teach the method of claim 1, wherein the 
proxy user interface is provided as a transparent overlay. 

Frank et al. ("Frank") teaches a method wherein the user interface is provided as a 
transparent overlay (see Frank, column 2, lines 46 - 55). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate the method of Frank with the method of Bittinger and Tilt in order to increase the 
amount of information presented in a window based system. 

As per claim 14, it is of similar scope to claim 3 and is rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 3 (see rejection above). 

Claims 5 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bittinger et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,923,326 in view of Tilt, U.S. Patent No. 5,363,481 
further in view of Blades et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,465,358. 

As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 1 , Bittinger and Tilt teach the 
method of claim 1 (see rejection above). Bittinger and Tilt do not teach the method of 
claim 1, wherein the predetermined settings displayed are the default settings for the 
application. 

Blades teaches a method wherein the settings displayed are the default settings 
for the application (see Blades, column 6, lines 24 - 27). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the method of Blades with the method of Bittinger and Tilt in 
order to give the user the option to keep default values for displayed settings. 

As per claim 10, it is of similar scope to claim 5 and is rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 5 (see rejection above). 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bittinger et al., 
U.S. Patent No. 5,923,326 in view of Tilt, U.S. Patent No. 5,363,481 further in view of McCoy et 
al, U.S. Patent No. 6,526,575. 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 7, Bittinger and Tilt teach the graphical user 
interface of claim 7 (see rejection above). Bittinger and Tilt do not teach the graphical user 
interface of claim 8, wherein the timer is visible on the graphical user interface. 

McCoy teaches a graphical user interface wherein a timer is visible on the graphical user 
interface (see McCoy, figure 14, "Starts In" timer). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate the graphical user interface of McCoy with the graphical user interface of 
Bittinger and Tilt in order to alert the user of the time remaining in the timer. 

Response to Argument 

Applicant's arguments filed on 1 1/16/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant's arguments focused on the following: 
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1) Bittinger fails to teach there is no task to be performed from within the secondary 
window that is related to the user input of the primary window. 

1) Examiner disagrees. During patent examination, the pending claims must be "given 
*>their< broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification." > In re Hyatt, 21 1 
F.3d 1367, 1372, 54 USPQ2d 1664, 1667 (Fed. Cir. 2000). Although the claims are interpreted in 
light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In 
re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). Applicant always has the 
opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution, and broad interpretation by the examiner 
reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, will be interpreted more broadly than is 
justified. In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 541, 550-51 (CCPA 1969) 

In this case, the claims recite "displaying predetermined settings for the task on the user 
interface" and Bittinger teaches this limitation because he teaches using the secondary window to 
enhance the primary application displayed within the primary application window. (See 
Bittinger, column 6 lines 7-20) 

2) Tilt fails to teach allowing user to input the task to be performed. 

2) Examiner disagrees. Tilt allows user to select the task to be performed because Tilt 
allows user to select the menu that is going to be scrolled. (See Tilt, column 1 lines 40-43, 
column 2 lines 1 5-20) 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peng Ke whose telephone number is (571) 272-4062. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-Th and Alternate Fridays 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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